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First here, if last inthe Israel’s Advocate, is an 
article under the head of  Norices. 

‘The Board of Directors ofthe A. S.M. C. J. at their 
meeting, June 10th, 1823, appointed the Rev. Doctor Ste- 
phen N. Rowan, their agent, whose duty it is, among other 
things, to edit and superintend the publication of “ Israel’s 
Advocate.” —— 

What can be the reason of this appointment? In No. 2 
of the Jew, page 19,1 complained of the barrenness of 
Israel’s Advocate No IV.; of its not containing a single 
argument, nor any original matter; of its being made up 
of ends and scraps of bad composition ; of its offensiveness, 
and of its slightly covered enmity towards Israel, and I 
expressed a hope that A.S. M. C.J. at their yearly meet- 
ing would look to it. On the Ist day of May No. V. of 
the Advocate was published, of which I complained in No.. 
3 of the Jew, in these words: Israel’s Advocate continues 
its taciturnity; No. V. as No IV. is barren of any thing like 
argument, and does not quote a single text of scripture. 
I charged itwith containing lame attempts at misrepresenta- 
tions of the Jewish religion, and pronounced it—not worthy 
a serious confutation. 

The yearly meeting of the society takes place May 9th, 


1823. and, according to the report, nothing is done. This 
1] 
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report, which was published the latter end of May, contains 
no notice of any thing done or said to meliorate (the gen- 
tleman will pardon my unhallowed use of the term) the 
condition of their paper. In the beginning of June, after 
waiting a week, on making inquiry for Israel’s Advocate 
! the answer was, the paper was not yet 
published, and would not be published till the week follow- 
ing; however, the publisher politely sent me the first Yearly 
Report, for which he has my thanks. Intimation is about 
that time given me of there being War in the camp; that 
the Rev. Mr. W.Gray had resigned the editorship, and that 
the’ Rey. Mr. Rowaa was appointed to the office; that still 
it was not certain but the Rev. Mr. Gray would be per- 
suaded to re-accept or continue the editorship; therefore I 
was advised to remain silent till No. VII. of the Adver- 
sary should be published. In July No. VII. is published, 
containing this notice, modestly put in, no doubt, by the 
Rev. Mr. Rowan, as editor. And now what does all this 
say? By the yearly report, page 22, it will be perceived 
that the editorship is worth twenty-five dollars per number, 
or 300 dollars per annum salary. For doing what? for 
cutting out extracts from publications, marking them, as 
also marking the communications, and sending them to the 
printer, who does all the rest (perhaps reading the proof !) 
a mere sinecure! and this, Mr. Gray has voluntarily 
resigned. The world will appreciate his motives ; for my 
own part, I give him credit for wisely and disinterestedly 
leaving the field. he could no Jonger conscionably defend. 
I beg permission to extend to him the right hand of fellow- 
ship—he is no longer my opponent, he is my brother. 

As to you,(the Rey. Stephen N. Rowan,)I must take the 
liberty of concisely pomting out the work you have 
on hand: for of you I expect satisfactory answers to all 
my numbers. I must state how my account current stands 
with Israel’s Advocate. 

Item First. No. 1 of the Jew. 

Containing the proof that the present order 
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of thingsin the world, the present reign 
called ...... endom, is part of the clay 
kingdom represented by the legs and feet 
of the Image in Nebuchadnezzar’s dream. 
and other matters therein contained. 

Item Second. No. 2 of the Jew, 
Containing the explanation of the 14th 
verse of the 7th chapter of Isaiah, and pro- 
ving that it has not the least reference 
to Jesus of Nazareth, also proving that 
the writer of St. Matthew has misquoted, 
misapplied, and perverted the words of the 
Prophet Isaiah; that the gospel accordingto 
St. Matthew will not stand the test of the 
testimony, consequently, that there is no 
light in it, and other matters therein con- 
tained. 

» Item Third. No. 3 of the Jew, 
Showing and preving that the...... ian 
religion is idolatry ; that it is that idolatry 
spoken of by Isaiah the Prophet, chap. 65, 
that it is preparing the table to the Troop, 
and furnishing the drink offering to the 
Number, and other matters therein con- 
tained. 

Item Fourth. No. 4 of the Jew, 
Showing and proving that the Jews are 
not without God; that they have, and 
worship the Lord their God only, and that 
they are not repudiated, but are the chosen 
of God; and other matters therein con- 
tained, Nc. 


TZ 


Unanswered. 


Unanswered. 


Unanswered. 


Unanswered. 


Thus, sir, stands our account with your concern, with 
_ your establishment; and, sir, you must feel conscious that 
it is of you we are authorized to expect payment. Sorry 
indeed that we are under the imperious necessity of call- 
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ing on you lor our justdue; but what can be done, you are 
likely to get considerably more in our debt,and which, I must 
take the liberty to remind and warn you, will finally over- 
whelm and crush you. You repeatedly acknowledge your- 
selves our debtors; now sir, we will act generously with 
you, and freely forgive you all old scores, only pay the 
new; answer the numbers of the Jew satisfactorily, and 
you shall stand absolved from all other former obligations 
you consider yourselves under to us. Remember, Rev. 
sir, this is no vision, no dream; I am not a creature of your 
brain, a Greek, a man of Macedon, calling to you to come 
ovef to us, to help us, but a man as yourselves, whom you 
have unwarrantably attacked—a Jew! a citizen of the 
United States! and an inhabitant of New-York! who, 
standing on the defence of his religion, on the defence of his 
people and kindred, which, and whom you have, and do 
unfairly, wantonly, and unmanly attack, calls on you to 
guard; for in truth he wishes not to hurt you, but still is 
resolved you shall leave the field, if you have not sufficient 
arguments and reasons to support your cause.* You are 
now truly Azs debtor, nay, you are the debtor of all the 
Jews, you are pointedly the debtor of all......ians, 
whose religion, whose hopes, whose dreams of happiness, 
you have drawn me out, by your attack on us, in my 
turn to attack, nay, you owe it to yourself to show the 
world that you can assign a reason for your standing, 
which, if you do not satisfactorily, what will the 
Jews, (whom you want to convert to your faith) 
what will......ians, (who are wounded by your trans- 
gressions against us) what will the world of lookers-on, 
who are neither Jews nor ..... .ians;say of you? will not 
all join me in saying you have overrated your abilities? 
You have undertook to build without counting the cost? 
you began a war without considering whether you 
reasonably could expect toconquer with your five thousand ? 


* Be ready always to give an answer to every man that asketh you a reason of the 
hope that is in you, with meekness and fear, 1 Pet. 3. 15. 
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‘This is your situation, and(figuratively speaking )you must 
either die in the trench, or quit the field ; there is no middle 
course for you to pursue. Silence shall not answer you 
any good purpose: I must goad and provoke you con- 
tinually to the combat; our strife is the true strife of love, 
where the loser, the conquered, is certainly the gainer; 
for he comes away saving his soul alive, whilst the conquer- 
or, as one of “ those who turn many to righteousness, will 
like the stars, shine for ever and ever.” 


JOD pra ynpe myrdy ab Myepy Joo wn 








“ Put off from thee a forward mouth, and perverse lips 


put far from thee.” 


Without intending offence, 
reports. 


Extracts from the report of 
the Rev. Mr. Frey, page 
113, &c. of Israel’s Advo- 
cate, 

Of Philadelphia he writes: 

Several of my Jewish bre- 
thren attended on the preach” 
ing of the word, and with a 
few [had an interesting reli- 
gious conversation. 

At Richmond. 

The Jews themselves at- 
tended on my preaching 
more numerously than at 
any other place since I 
came to this country; but 
the enemies of the Cross, 
like the devil himself, roar- 
ed like an angry lion whose 
prey is to be torn from his 


Prov. iv. 24. 


I take the liberty to compare 


Enlarged report of Mr. 
Jadownicky, First Yearly 
Report, page 15. &c. 

The Jews themselves on the 

other hand, are concerned to 

destroy every rising germ of 
ian knowledge, they 
abuse and vilify, not only in 
societies and public prints, 
those who go out 


from 
among them, but associate 
to buy up, and commit to 
the flames, all writings of 
every description, prepared 
and circulated among them, 
for their illumination and 
conversion. 

From an address to the 
| ian public on be- 
half of the Board, written 
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devouring jaws. (a) by the Rev. M. M‘Leod, 
Of Georgetown. yearly report, page 16. 
Here | was receiv edby my Upon expressing doubts 


Jewish brethren ina manner of the propriety of the ser- 
unexpected and unprece- vice of the synagogues, 
dented. After [ had preach- they become suspected at 
ed but one sermon, which home, without the prospect 
was particularly addressed of gaining the respect of 
to the seed of Abraham, ......ians. Upon pro- 
we met at a private house, fessing ......ianity they 
where both Jews and must leave their father’s 
......Jdans attended; whilst house, and people of their 
one of my brethren and my- kindred they are proscri- 
self had a religious conver- bed by the Jews, without 
sation for about three hours, the prospect of being re- 
which was resumed the ceived to the kindness and 
next day, for the same space confidence of those from 
of time. The whole of the whom they have been 


discussion was carried on so_ long separated; Say, 
with becoming spirit, and to however, that this is pre- 


the last moment of my stay judice, still that prejudice 
in that place I was treated is a wall of brass. 

with BROTHERLY AFFECTION Again. The Jew who 
and esteEM.(b) leaves the synagogue for 








(a) The disjunctive, “but,” divides between the Jews, who it appears are represent- 
ed by the Rev. Mr. Frey, as attending to his preaching, and the enemies of the 
cross, who did otherwise. Who then are those enemies of the cross? 

(b) Mr. Frey only now has discovered that Jews may treat a fellow creature with 
affability, kindness, and sociality ; he would seem to insinuate thereby that he is next 
to sure of converting them, because they visit him, &c. Has,Mr. Frey forgotten that 
some two or three years since, I paid him a visit at his house, and spent the day with 
him, and (if 1 did wrong God forgive me,) eat bread with him; did he there- 
fore, or does he yet think he converted me, although we were in instant conversation 
onthe subject of religion, from after nine in the morning, till after three in the after- 
noon? Mr. Frey may remember we were by ourselves, as he excused himself from all 
other company during that time; I am happy to heer of him, that my affianced rela- 
tives at Georgetown have returned the compliment, and treated him as he says, 
although he may rest assured they think him a miserable sinner. Mr. 


- 











THE 

Of Charleston. 
Speaking of the Jews, he 
reports, page 114; 

Not a straw was laid in 
my way by any of them. 
Every sermon | preached 
was attended by more or 


less of them, with apparent 
great seriousness, and I trust 


not without LASTING 
IMPRESSIONS on their 
minds. | WAS VISITED 
BY SOME, and had fre- 
quent conversations with 
others on the important 
subject of religion. I met 


also with FIVE FEMALES 
who had made a CREDI- 
BLE profession of faith in 


Jesus...... 


THIS 


GREAT WORK, AND THE FIELD 


and who have been publicly baptized. 
CITY THE LORD HAS PREPARED A 


JEW. b1 


the church, may calculate 
on frowns from his kindred, 
according to the flesh, and 
on jealousies amidst his 
new  connexions; unless 
possessed of independence, 
such a one might calculate 


on the loss of employment 
and of Goons, as well as the 


SOCIALITIES OF DOMESTIC 
Lire. It.is worse with the 
emigrant ; it is worse in Eu- 
rope; and being worse in 
Europe, the converted Jew 
would feel inclined to emi- 
grate* * * * **he has lost his 
cast, and feels himself 
solitary. — 


IN 


SEEMS 


WHITE FOR THE HARVEST. 
And in the last part of the paragraph, page 105, he 


says:— 
Their attention 


and solemnity in 


the House ot 





God, and their activity and liberality to promote the 
glory and the interest of the DEAR REDEEMER, . 
have far exceeded my most sanguine expectations. 

Of Savanah.—Here also, my Jewish brethren general- 


Frey may also please to recollect, he called on me after his return from the southward, 
and I was glad to.see him, and also shook him heartily by the hand; does he therefore 
suppose I am in a fair way to be cut down by any of the labourers of the harvest-field 
in New-York? Verily, I think their sickle is too dull; and if they should try the 
scythe and cradle, I question whether there will not be some danger of breaking the 
fingers, cracking the scythe, splitting the snythe, and obliging the labourer to give 
out. 4 
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ly attended my preaching, and with some I had several 
pleasing interviews. I hope the seed sown in this respect- 
able city will not wither, but will bring forth much fruit.(c) 


Thus then we have before us two pictures, drawn by 
different members of the same society; each pretending 
to be a correct likeness of the Jews; but they unfortunate- 
ly differ in every lineament, in every feature —Which is the 
correct one? Here are two sets of facts—both cannot be 
true, for they differ in every part. The report, or state- 
ment of the Rey. Mr. Frey immediately contradicts the 
reports and statements of the Rev. Mr. M‘Leod, and Mr. 
Jadownicky. The first makes them paragons of politeness, 
and affability, the very quintessence of urbanity and 
generosity; may, the real......ian almost, except a 
little sprinkling, and for which, he will have, they are 
prepared as the white field for harvest, only requiring 
labourers to gather the crop—while the others will have 
them to be brutes, without any feelings, affections, or 
senses. As to Mr. Jadownicky, he may well stand excu- 
sed, the motion of the organs of speech was his, not the 
meaning; he is a foreigner, without a sufficient knowledge 
of our language ; he got by note what he had to say, the 
very gestures were no doubt taught him, he acted in this 
meeting; as a puppet, he speaks by rote, and writes from 
copy; is affected by example, and sheds tears from pre- 
cept; had he understood the language, he would have 
corrected the matter from his own knowledge; what he 
would then have said would have been otherwise from 
what it now appears, for this reason he is entirely out of 
the question. The Rey. Mr. M‘Leod is a man of truth, 
but on this subject unfortunately, misinformed; and the 
Rey. Mr. Frey as unfortunately, very highly interested, 


(c) Poor Charleston! they receive an ungrateful return for their kind 
treatment tothe Rev. gentleman. Of those females reported, Mr. F. forgot to 
to put the word creditable in the proper place. Savannah is better treated. 
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and also very fond of change; he apparently wishes to 
move south, he fears the west—bhence, and for this reason, 
his language of Richmond, Charleston, and Savannah, is 
that of a lover concerning a mistress: hence the whitened 
fields ready for harvest, hence the readiness of the south- 
ren Jews to receive...... ian instructicn, hence the cry 
for labourers, hence those letters out of place—stuffed into 
the report—coming from Blank, received by him at Blank, 
sent tohim by Mr. Blank, and a lady Blank. Although 
perhaps he may not see it himself, the gentlemen of the 
society I trust, have knowledge enough of poor human 
nature to see intoit. Consider his public life, gentlemen. 
An appointed missionary to the coast of Africa leaves it 
for the London missionary society—leaves them and joins 
the London society,—leaves the London society for 
America—settles in New-York—gets the ...... ian public 
into a pack of troubles with a western settlement for Jewish 
converts, who he knows well will be unmanageable. Will 
you now let him slip his neck out of the noose that he has 
tied for you? If you do, what will the world say of you? 
what will the world say of him? What but this? it was 
done to hinder, to stop the Rey. gentleman from having 
recourse to his dernier resort. For to the west, they will 
say, he never would have gone; he would rather 
have left you and turned Jew, though he could get 
nothing by it. Keep him, therefore, gentlemen, and settle 
him in the colony if you can, and avoid the scoffs of the 
Jews, and the jests of the world; you dare not dismiss 
him, or he is off. Gentlemen, do not be persuaded that 
this is the advice of an enemy. An opposer in religious 
affairs, as far as wishing to be left alone, and being at the 
same time willing to let others do as they please, I cer- 
tainly am, but no enemy to you, or any of you, nor to the 
Rey. Mr. Frey himself. If] know my heart, (which I 
acknowledge is deceitful) I have no enmity to any man, 
to any human being. 

12 
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I have overstepped my bounds, but cannot close with- 
out noticing a remarkable trait of forgetfulness in the Rey. 
gentleman, and a consequent contradiction in the report. 
In the beginning of the report, page 113, praising God he 
says: Hath already succeeded my feeble efforts beyond 
my expectations. And in page 115 he laments thus: It 
is also matter of grief that the collections in general have 
greatly fallen short of my expectations, owing to the un- 
paralleled stagnation of business, and the scarcity of mo- 
ney. This, at first view, Jooks like blowing hot and cold ; 
the,gentleman certainly did not notice it, but in fact it is 
reconcileable to the state of the Rey. gentleman’s mind. 
It is a fine country, a fine Field, there I can be of service to 
the cause; I have been very successful, beyond my expec- 
tations ; let me go again this fall.******I have not been as 
successful as I might have been, had there been no stagna- 
tion, and scarcity of money. The fall, gentlemen, is the 
right time, money is more plenty, send me out again that 
way. But depend on it, gentlemen, the Jews of the 
south are just the same as the Jews of the north; the 
people is one; Mr. F. made no converts; Mr. C. of 
Philadelphia knows more when dreaming, than Mr. F. 
in the pulpit. Mr. I. S. at Georgetown, is an old man, 
who will not allow the authority of the New Testament, 
and drove Mr. F. to produce it, he must have been 
hard run! Charleston is accounted a pious and libe- 
ral congregation; the people were, no dow >t, curious, 
and well behaved; Mr. F. is a gentleman of notoriety 
also, he was new, and therefore well attended no 
doubt. The females Mr. F. met at Charleston! That’s 
rather too much, [ must be silent! ! but still I will 


say : 


> 59> NIA ADS NSD) PY Maw ANI ADD 


“He who hideth hatred with lying lips, and uttereth slander, is a fool.” 
Proy. 10. 18 




















Communicated for the JEW. 
DEA’S LETTERS. 


How unfortunate it is, that there should not be any authentic 
ancient writing of the transactions which are related in the New 
Testament, on the veracity of which we might depend. The dis- 
advantage of being reduced to the necessity of taking every par- 
ticular from such as were deeply engaged, and whose ipterest 
must naturally lead them to relate things which, perhaps, never 
happened, and many others in which they might be deceived, 
great as it is, is nothing (was there any certainty that the evidence 
of such authors were genuine,) in comparison of what these wri- 
tings have suflered, and the many alterations and additions they 
have received ; and that to such a degree, that I dare say no well 
read man of this our day will be willing to assert any one single 
text which might not have undergone some change or alteration. 
Our first inquiry, therefore, must be into the authority of the New 
Testament; for no person can have the least right over our un- 
derstanding, or demand our assent to any proposition contrary to 
our conviction. And we may be sure that we cannot offend, when 
we make inquiry into the nature of the evidence produced for our 
conversion; since it is the only method we have to come at the 
knowledge of truth in any matter. Besides, in so doing, we avoid 
as much as possible the being imposed on, and act as reasonable 
creatures, and according to the dignity of our natures. 

** God himself,” says the judicious Mr. Chandler, ‘ who is the 
‘* object of all religious worship, to whom we owe the most absc~ 
*‘ Jute subjection, and whose actions are all guided by the dis- 
** cerned reason and fitness of things, cannot, as I apprehend, con- 
‘* sistent with his own perfect wisdom, require of his creatures the 
‘* explicit belief of, or actual assent to, any proposition which they 
** do not, or cannot, either wholly or in part understand ; because 
“itis requiring of them a real impossibility: no man being able 
“* to stretch his faith beyond his understanding.”* Therefore, our 


* Introduction to his History of the Inquisition. 
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inquiry into the nature of any proposition is absolutely necessary ; 
particularly in matters offered for our conversion. And it is a 
very just observation of Mr. Basnage, who says, “‘ We must prove 
“‘ the divine authority of the Gospel (to the Jews) before we en- 
‘“* gage in the particulars of other controversies.”* And I add, 
till this is done, and the Jews admit the divine authority of the 
New Testament, nothing can be urged from thence for their con- 
version: for, in controversies, neither party can, with the least 
shadow of reason, make use of any authority which is not admit- 
ted or granted by the other. A Mahomedan might as consist- 
ently urge the authority of the Koran for the conviction of the 
~+++..lan, asa......ian make use of or urge any thing from 
the New Testament for the conviction of the Jew. The absurdity 
of such a method in either case is equally plain and obvious: for 
as the ......ian does not admit the infallibility or divine inspi- 
ration of the Koran, what force or validity could any argument 
drawn from thence have, or what regard would the ...... ian pay 
to any such authority’ So, in like manner, what regard can it be 
expected the Jew will pay to any proof drawn from the New Tes- 
tament, the authority or infallibility of which they do not admit. 
Can conviction be reasonably expected from such grounds? 

By inspiration I mean, God communicating his will, and ex- 
citing a person to publish, by writing or speaking, such matters as 
are dictated to him. A person thus actuated, either in his wri- 
tings or words, is properly inspired ; and whatever he writes or 
says, under such circumstances, must be infallible or true; be- 
cause, being under the immediate influence or guidance of God, he 
cannot be liable to error or deception.+ But the person so ac- 
tuated or influenced, must necessarily lose his own free-agency ; 
because he thereby becomes an instrument which God makes use 
of, under whose direction he acts:{ for otherwise he would not 
be infallible. Therefore, when I speak of the infallibility of any 
book or writing, I mean thereby, that its author was under the 


* History of the Jews, b. 7. c. 34. 

+ The prophets of Ahab were inspired by the lying spirit. This is not the inspi- 
ration intended by our author; he means such inspiration as of Micah, the son of 
Imla, which does not err, neither can it, being of God. Ed. Jew. 

¢ He that is inspired by the lying spirit, or by aspirit of uncleanliness, called 
Ruach Hatuma, cannot, for that reason, lose his free-agency, unless he is otherwise 
judicially blinded, or he would not be accountable. Ed. Jew. 
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circumstances afore-mentioned at the time of writing; for if he 
was not under those circumstances, then cannot his writings be in- 
fallible, because he, like other free-agents, must be liable to decep- 
tion, and may mistake the things concerning which he writes, or 
may impose upon others. 

It isa doubt with me, whether there is any considerate person 
who believes the infallibility of the New Testament. For no per- 
son will undertake to say that every word it contains was dictated 
by God to those who wrote; and if they were not all dictated by 
God, then cannot the whole be infallible. 

That every word cannot be dictated by God is plain, from the 
contradictions it contains. And if only some part or parts of those 
writings shall be thought infallible, such difficulties must neces- 
sarily arise in settling what part is so, and what part is not so, that 
it would be impossible to come to any tolerable agreement con- 
cerning it. And I am sure that nothing less than an inspired per- 
son could understand it: for otherwise there would be as many dif- 
ferent opinions as persons employed in the work. One would 
give us as fallible what the other asserted to be infallible. 

Thus stands the case. Whoever believes or is persuaded of the 
divine inspiration or infallibility of the writings of the New Testa- 
ment, must, I apprehend, have his evidence and conviction from 
one of the following means : 

1. Immediate inspiration of the writer. 
2. The immediate evidence of God’s influence. 
3. Immediate tradition from the inspired writer. 
- 4. Distant tradition. 
5. Education or authority. 
6. Evidence arising from examination. 

1. As to immediate inspiration of the writer, or that evidence 
which the writer has, at finding himself, at the time of writing, 
under the irresistible influence and immediate guidance of God, 
whose dictates he is forced to set down, as an instrument (and 
during the time) with the loss of his natural free-agency, the person 
thus influenced and excited may very consistently believe such his 
writings to be inspired, and, consequently, infallible ; because the 
circumstance in which he found himself at the time of his writing 
produced that conviction in Aim. 

It is questionable whether such who are over anxious for pres- 
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sing on others the infallibility of the writings of the New ‘Testa- 
ment, ever believed the writers thereof under the afore-mentioned 
circumstances; which they must necessarily do, otherwise their 
infallibility falls to the ground. But if they believed they were, 
I should be glad to know from whence arises their conviction ; 
for I can find nothing to this purpose. 

2. The immediate evidence of God’s influence; that is, when 
God is pleased to impress or influence the mind of a person irre- 
sistibly; forcing him, by some supernatural means, to believe 
such writings to be inspired. It is very certain that God may do 
this, but it is a question if he ever did; for no person did ever 
pretend to these supernatural illuminations, without being sus- 
pected by the cool and sedate ; and they never met with any cre- 
dit from the most discerning, who generally ascribe it to a distem- 
pered imagination. However, they, like the writer, may very 
consistently believe such writings to be infallible.* But then nei- 
ther the writer nor the person so influenced can be any evidence 
to me, unless I attain to the certainty of it by the same superna- 
tural means. 

3. Immediate tradition from the inspired writer. This can be 
to me nothing but human fallible tradition; for if a person, whe- 
ther really or pretendedly inspired, publishes a book or writing, 
and declares that it contains doctrines dictated by God to him- 
self, his evidence to me is at last but human evidence; and, 
therefore, uncertain and precarious: for if I believe it wrote by 
‘inspiration, it is on his own authority, which is both human and 
fallible. This being the case, how or in what manner shall I be 
able to distinguish the truly inspired writer from the impostor, 
who should pretend to the like privilege? And if we take the 
writers’ words in all cases, or give heed to their own testimony, 
we shall be liable to be deceived and imposed on by every im- 
postor or pretender to revelation. And the want ofa knowledge 
of, or attention to, the certain criterion, I apprehend was the oc- 
casion that in the first ages of the church so many different Gos- 
pels appeared, which by some were received with veneration, 


* This influence must also take away the free-agency of the object so trresistibly 
influenced, and, of a consequence, accountability also ; as there can be neither reward 
or punishment for doing that we are, as machines, impelled to by the power irresisti- 


ble. Ed, Jew. 
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while others rejected them as false and spurious: so that this im- 
mediate tradition can be no evidence at all of the divine inspira- 
tion or infallibility of any book or writing. 

4. Asto distant tradition—this evidence must be proportion- 
ably less the further it is removed from the original. And if im- 
mediate tradition be but human fallible evidence, and a true reve- 
tation cannot by it only be distinguished from a false one, how can 
it be the better ascertained by being more distant from the original 
tradition? for the farther it is removed, the more it is weakened. 

5. The evidence arising from education or authority—and 
this, if it proves any thing, proves that all the different books 
which give rise to the different religions in the world, are-all in- 
spired; for on this evidence each person believes his to be so, and, 
therefore, this can be no evidence at all. 

6. Evidence ‘arising from examination.—This is the only one 
to be depended on; but even then, like immediate revelation, or 
immediate influence, it is solely and entirely personal, and can 
never extend further than the person who examines: for it may 
appear probable to me, or I may believe confidently and certainly, 
on examination, that such a book was wrote under God’s immediate 
influence and direction, still this is no reason for another person 
that he also shall believe the same on the evidence of my exami- 
nation, or even that it should appear to him in the same light, un- 
less he likewise finds it to be so on his own examination. 

And having myself examined the New Testament, and likewise 
what is generally offered to support the opinion of their inspira- 
tion, I declare it to be insufficient to me; for there does not ap- 
pear any one circumstance, whether alleged by others, or con- 
tained in the Gospels, sufficient to prove that either of the writers 
at the time of writing was under the unerring guidance or special 
influence of God. Besides, there is not in all the Gospels any one 
expression intimating any such thing; neither do the writers 
thereof lay any claim, or in the least pretend to any such privi- 
Jege or authority; nor indeed could such a prerogative be con- 
sistently ever allowed them: for if every one of them at the time 
of writing had been under the immediate guidance of God, they 
must all have given us the same account of things without the 
least difference or variation; for it is impossible, if God dictated 
to them all the same history, that any variation or difference of the 











YO THE JEW. 


facts should be found, unless it could be supposed that God could 
dictate different facts in different histories of the same person. 
And that there are frequent contradictions is evident. 

From which circumstance, and many others, | conclude that the 
writers of the New Testament could not be under the infallible 
guidance of God; neither do I find that they published or gave 
out their writings as such. And if they did not declare them- 
selves inspired, what authority could any one else have to declare 
them sof On the contrary, it very evidently appears that there 
was no scriptures, no writings, deemed canonical in what is called 
the first ages of ...... ianity, but the Old Testament! The 
famous Dodwell says, ‘‘ We have at this day certain most authen- 
*‘ tic ecclesiastical writers of the times, as Clemens Romanus, 
“* Barnabas, Hermas, Ignatius, and Policarpus, who wrote in the 
‘ same order wherein I have named them, and after all the wri- 
*‘ ters of the New Testament, except Jude and the two Johns. 
“ But in Hermas you will not find one passage, or any mention of 
“‘ the New Testament; nor in all the rest is any one of the Evan- 
“ gelists named ; and if sometimes they cite any passage like those 
‘‘ we read in our Gospels, you will find them so much changed, 
“‘ and for the most part so interpolated, that it cannot be known 
‘ whether they produced them out of our, or some other apocry- 
‘‘ phal Gospels: nay, they sometimes cite passages which most 
“‘ certainly are not in the present Gospels.”* The first who wrote 
was St. Matthew, but at what time he did write is uncertain; some 
fixing its date at one time, and some at another. Again, some 
think he composed his Gospel in the Hebrew or Jerusalem dialect ; 
for it seems the very language he wrote in is uncertain; and it is 
confessed on all hands that no account can be had of the original, 
so that if he wrote at all, it disappeared; how and in what manner 
nobody knows. And what is still more extraordinary, the Ju- 
daizing ......ians (for whose use it is said he wrote) hada 
Gospel under his name, but its authenticity was not admitted by 
the other sects; not because they found, on comparing it with the 
original, it was corrupted, (for this they could not do for want of 
the original,) but because it differed, or was contradictory to the 
many other spurious Gospels which they had received, or to the 
opinion which the majority of that council which settled the canon 
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had-embraced. But what appears more surprising, is, that they 
offer for acceptance, (and have themselves accepted,) as inspired 
and infallible, a Greek version, and which most people mistake for 
the original of St. Matthew’s Gospel, without any person’s comparing 
this version with the original, or indeed without knowing any thing” 
either of the original or the author of the version itself. Should 
they not in an affair of such moment, of such importance, of so 
sacred an interest, before they should pretend to fix on it the stamp 
of infallibility, be certain that it was at least a true version? but 
nothing of this kind is done. This appears to me such a pro- 
ceeding as nothing can justify. 

They are not wanting, however, in giving: it all the authority 
that possibly can be given it; and for this purpose, with this in- 
tention, some ascribe the version to St. Matthew himself; others 
ascribe it to St. James, bishop of Jerusalem; others to St. John; 
others to St. Peter; others to St. Luke; others to St. Barnabas ; 
and others again ascribe the translation to the joint labour of all 
the Apostles; so that the ascription to some one or other, or all, 
proves their ignorance in this important matter; and their uncer- 
tainty and disagreement shows how little dependence ought to be 
placed on it, and their manifest intention of imposing on the weak 
and credulous. 

But can people be so serious in persuading others to admit as 
infallible the version of a. book, without any knowledge of the ori- 
ginal, or without knowing whether it is a true version, or without 
any knowledge of the person-who made this version? for should it 
be admitted that St. Matthew did write a Gospel, how are we to 
know, or how can it be ascertained, that the version we now have, 
is from the original, or that it is a true and faithful one? This 
we know, that in the last .century an Armenian translation was 
discovered, which a Doctor of the Sorbonne thought to be of: 
great antiquity, and was of opinion might be very useful in cor- 
recting the Greek text. This shows that they do not think it in- 
fallible, for if it was, it would require no human correction.* 

Of as little authority, or rather less, (if possible,) is that Gospel 
which goes under the name of Mark. Some take this Evangelist 
to be the disciple of Peter, and his interpreter; others take him to 


* See all the particulars in Calmet’s Dictionary on the word Matthew. 
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be the same as John Mark, mentioned in the Acts; some think 
him to have been a priest, while others say he was Peter’s ne- 
phew. And as regards the Gospel, some take him to be the au- 
thor of it, while others ascribe it to Peter: others have it that 
he wrote what he heard from Peter by word of mouth in his life- 
time. Some say that Peter dictated it to him; while others 
affirm that it was wrote after Peter’s death. 

‘The same difference of opinion we find in respect to the place 
where it was wrote: for while some affirm it to have been wrote 
at Rome, others affirm it to have been wrote in Egypt. ‘ All their 
“‘ difierent sentiments,” says our author, “‘ are enough to prove 
** that the circumstance of time and place are uncertain, when 
“ andwhere St. Mark composed his Gospel. Men are so much di- 
‘‘ vided as to the language it was wrote in; some saying it was 
* composed in Greek, and others in Latin ;”* and, I add, that 
these diflerent sentiments evidently prove that they know nothing 
concerning its infallibility, or the inspiration of its author. And 
it rather appears much more probable, (and indeed generally 
believed,) that this Gospel is no more than an abridgment made 
from Matthew; and then it will signify but little who the author 
was; when, where, or in what manner it was written: “ for,” 
says the afore-cited author, “ as far as may be judged by com- 
“‘ paring the Gospe! of St. Mark with St. Matthew’s, the first is 
‘an abridgment of the second. St. Mark very often uses the 
“* same terms, relates the same facts, and takes notice of the same 
“ circumstances.” So that let it be an original or an abridgment, 
its infallibility cannot be proved, and, therefore, can be of no 
authority. 

The third Evangelist is Luke, who, as he declares in his Pre- 
face or Introduction to his Gospel, wrote only by hearsay, and 
according to information given him by others, and makes not the 
least pretension to supernatural illumination or information ; nei- 
ther does he pretend to be an original evidence of the facts which 
he relates: so that how infallibility came to be ascribed to his 
writings will be hard to say; for it was even impossible for him 
eyer to vouch for the truth of the facts which he relates; neither 
could his evidence be admitted in any court of law or justice. I 


* Calmet on the word Mark. 
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cannot here forbear noticing how little known must the Gospels 
which are supposed to have been published, have been, when the 
writer or author of one knew nothing of the publication or wri- 
tings of the others, as is plainly demonstrable from the following 
facts :—St. Matthew is said to have wrote and published his Gos- 
pel many. years before St. Luke; yet when St. Luke published 
his, he takes no notice of St. Matthew’s; for it is certain he 
thought none authentic when he wrote; for if he had, he would 
not have been under the necessity of collecting his materials from 
others, having an infallible guide in St. Matthew; so that either 
he knew not that St. Matthew wrote an infallible relation of those 
facts, or he confounds the Gospel of St. Matthew amongst the 
spurious ones that were abroad in those days; none of which did 
he admit as true or authentic. 

Now, how a person of St. Luke’s character should be ignorant 
of the infallibility of St. Matthew’s Gospel ; or how, if he was not 
ignorant of it, he should not make use of it, or send it to his 
friend Theophilus rather than his own, is what I confess I cannot 
comprehend. 

‘The Gospel,” says a famous author, “ continued so concealed 
“in those corners of the world where they were written, that the 
“ Jatter Evangelists knew nothing of what the preceding wrote, 
‘“‘ otherwise there could not have been so many apparent contra- 
“‘ dictions, which, almost-since the first constitution of the canon, 
* have exercised the wits of learned men. Surely if St. Luke 
‘“‘ had seen that genealogy of our Lord which is in St. Matthew, 
‘ he would not himself have produced one wholly different from 
* the other, without giving the least reason for the diversity. And 
‘‘ when in the Preface to his Gospel he tells the occasion of his 
“ writing, that he undertook it from being furnished with the re- 
** Jation of such as were eye-witnesses of what he writes, he plainly — 
* intimates that the authors of those Gospels which he had seen 
“were destitute of that help; so that neither having themselves 
“seen what they relate, nor consulted with diligence and care 
‘© such as had seen them, their credit was, therefore, dubious and 
“* suspected ; whence it must necessarily follow, that the writers of 
‘ those Gospels which Luke had seen, were not at all the same as 
‘* our present Evangelists.”* 


* Dodwell Dissert. in Tren. 
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To the foregoing observations I shall only add, that there are 
the same doubts as to his person and character, profession and 
writings, as the others; for it is not certainly known whether he 
was a Jew or a Heathen, a physician or a painter; and as to his 
Gospel, some think it properly St. Paul’s, whilst others, that 
Luke only digested what St. Paul preached to the Gentiles; others 
say, that he wrote with the help of St. Paul.* 

The last is St. John;—and this Gospel is apparently written 
with the intention of establishing the divinity of Jesus, which par- 
ticular not being contained in the Gospels then extant, he, for 
this reason, goes on avery diflerent plan from the other Evange- 
lists. ‘ His principal care in this undertaking,” says Calmet, 
‘¢ was to relate such things as might be of use in confirming the 
‘€ divinity of the son; and to this purpose says many things which 
* the others are silent in, and omits such other matters in which 
‘€ the others are very particular, and which are reckoned very 
‘¢ principal and necessary in the history. Thus, considering his 
‘‘ very great care and tenderness for Mary, the mother of Jesus, he 
* does but little honour to her memory, in not relating those most 
“ remarkable and wonderful transactions mentioned by Matthew 
“ and Luke, (though with a wide difference,) concerning the mira- 
“ culous conception of Mary and the birth of Jesus. And as Mary 
“‘ continued to live with him from the time of Jesus’ death, surely 
‘‘he must have had many opportunities of informing himself of 
“‘ those extraordinary affairs from her own mouth with much more 
“ certainty than the others; for it must be thought very extraor- 
‘“‘ diary that the Evangelist, under the circumstances aforemen- 
* tioned, should make no mention at all of such an essential ar- 
*¢ ticle as the most wonderful conception of a virgin, and birth of 
“the person who was the subject of his history. How far his 
** neglect of relating so important a matter, and likewise those ex- 
*‘traordinary dreams and visions which the others mention, 
‘“‘ weakens the authority of their relation, or of his own, I shall not 
‘“‘ detertmine ; but certain it is, that his Gospel met not with that 
‘ reception which one would think was due to a person of his au- 
“ thority; for many rejected his Gospel. The Alogians in parti- 
“cular, though they admitted the three others, yet rejected this ; 


_* For particulars, see Calmet on the word Luke. 
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‘ and others believed an Heretic was its author, one Cerenthius ; 
‘and no doubt but the difference in the point of doctrine might be 
‘ the occasion of it; or the want of sufficient evidence of his being 
‘“‘ the author.” 

The difficulties which must arise from the aforesaid considera- 
tions, are such, in respect to the proof of the inspiration or infalli- 
bility of the Gospels, as cannot be got over ; and yet this is not all, 
for whoever is any ways acquainted with the history of the an- 
cients, and observations of the moderns, must be convinced of the 
many additions, alterations, and interpolations, which the writings 
of the New Testament have undergone, of which I shall collect 
some for your information. 


(To be continued.) 
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Matthew, chap. 2. v. 13, 14, 15.—* And when they were departed, behold the 
angel of the Lord appeared to Joseph in a dream, saying, arise, and take the young 
child and his mother and flee into Egypt; and be thou there until I bring thee word, 
for Herod will seek the young child to destroy him. 

“ When he arose, and took the young child and his mother by night, and departed 
into Egypt; 

“ And was there until the death of Herod: That it might be fulfilled which was 
spoken of the Lord by the prophet, saying : Out of Egypt have I called my son.” 


How particularly‘unfortunate is this St. Matthew in his quotations ; 
insomuch, that no one can tell what he would be at, or who he quotes 
from. The quotation here is in these words: ‘ Out of Egypt have I 
called my son.”’ And these, says the writer of St. Matthew, are the 
words of the prophet, ‘ Which was spoken of the Lord by the prophet.” 
Now the first question that occurs is:—By what prophet? By the 
editors of the family bible published by M. Carey, I am refered to 
Numbers xxiv. 8. and to Hosea xi. 1., other editions refer us to Hosea 
xi. 1. only. We will consider both references, to find whether either 
of the prophets in passages refered to, spoke of Jesus of Nazareth. 
1. Num xxiv. 8. ‘* God brought him forth out of Egypt :’’these are the 
words of Balaam in his third parable to Balak, the son of Zipor. 
‘God brought him out of Egypt: he hath as it were, the strength of a 
Unicorn: he shall eat up the nations his enemies, and shall break 
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their bones, and pierce'them through with his arrows” Balak had sent 
for Balaam for the purpose of cursing Israel, but instead of cursing, when 
he lifted up his eyes and saw Israel abiding within their tents, according 
to their tribes, the spirit of the Lord obliged him to bless the people, 
and say: How goodly are thy tents, O Jacob, and, thy tabernacles O 
Israel! As the valleys are they spread forth, as gardens by the river’s 
side, as the trees of lign-aloes which the Lord hath planted, and as 
cedar-trees beside the waters. He shall pour the water out of bis 
buckets, and his seed shall be in many waters, and his king shall be 
higher than Agag, and his kingdom shall be exalted. God brought him 
forth out of Egypt: and he hath as it were, the strength of an Unicorn : 
he shall eat up the nations his enemies, and shall break their bones, and 
pierce them through with his arrows. He couched, he lay down as a 
lion, and as a great lion: who shall stir him up? Blessed is he that 
blesseth thee, and cursed is he that curseth thee. 

In all this blessing where are there. the words quoted by the writer of 
the book of St. Matthew? ‘Out of Egypt have I called my son!’’ not 
even the least distant hint or allusion concerning Jesus of Nazareth, as 
coming, or being called out of Egypt. Balaam spoke of Jacob, of Israel, 
whom God brought forth out of Egypt. And of Jacob, of Israel, were 
all these blessings, and of no particular man whatever. Israel was then 
in sight of the prophet Balaam, and of whom he was speaking to Balak, 
and this is the third time these blessings were repeated, and each subse- 
quent time plainer than the former; but in fact, the same blessing as 
the first. xxiii. 9. “‘ From the top of the rocks I see him, from the hills | 
behold him. Lo, the people shall cwell alone, and not be reckoned 
among the nations. Who can count the dust of Jacob, and the number of 
the fourt part of Israel? Let, (or may) my soul die the death of the 
righteous, and my finale be like his.”’ | 

Balaam was on the high places of Baal, so that he had a full view of 
the Israelites, of the people of Israel, and this makes him say: “From 
the top of the rocks | see him, (Israel) from the hills I behold him, 
(Israel.) Lo, the people (Israel) shall dwell alone.”’—’Tis surprising! 
He foretels here the latter end of Israel, the final glory of the kingdom of 
Israel, of the kingdom which shall never be destroyed. ‘‘ Lo, the people 
(Israel) shall dwell alone !” shall rule, shall govern the world supreme! 
They, the people Israel, shall govern the universe alone: no other 
nation shall partake, none other shall participate: they alone shall 
dwell, shall be in authority, and shall not be reckoned among the 
nations (Gentiles.) As one of the rest, so is Israel a Gentile, but still he 
shall not be so recokned or accounted : but shall be reckoned and ac- 
counted alone by himself, amd the rest of the nations apart. They, the 
people, will be reckoned Israel, and the rest of the nations of the world 
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Gentiles. ‘‘ Who can count the dust of Jacob, and the number of the 
fourth part of Israel :’°—so numerous will Israel be when their reign, 
their horn, their kingdom is exalted, that there will be no enumerating 
them. This is the first blessing. But Balak, not being satisfied with 
this, brought the prophet to another place, to Zophim, to the top of 
Pisgah ; whereupon he might look down on them, and not being high 
enough, he might only see the utmost, or farthest part of them, and not 
see them all. And here Balaam was obliged to repeat the blessing on 
Israel, for thus was he ordered and obliged.to say to Balak : “ Rise up, 
Balak, and hear ; hearken unto me, thou son of Zippor. God is nota 
man that he should lie, neither the son of man that he should repent: 
hath he said, and shall he not doit? or has he spoken, and shall he not 
make it good? Behold, I have received commandment to bless : and he 
hath blessed, and I cannot reverse it. He hath not beheld iniquity in 
Jacob, neither hath he seen perverseness in Israel. The Lord his 
God is with him, and the shout of a king is amongthem. God brought 
them out of Egypt; he hath, as it were, the strength of an Unicorn. 
Surely there is no enchantment against Jacob, neither is there any 
divination against Israel: according to this time it shall be said of 
Jacob and of Israel, What hath God wrought !” 

The above is the introduction, then follows the blessing. 

‘* Behold, the people shall rise up as a great lion, and lift up himself as 
a young lion: he shall not lie down until he eat of the prey, and drink the 
blood of the slain.” 

The second blessing in other language is the same as the first. It 
foretels the conquests of Israel and Jacob in the latter times, when the 
kingdom shall be theirs. And in the introduction there is to be noticed, 
the language of him, and them, pronouns of different numbers, refering 
to one and the same noun. Israel, or Jacob, either of which is a noun 
of multitude, and being so, either the singular or plural will apply. 2ndly. 
‘*God brought them out of Egypt:” here is the plural noun, them, 
applied and refered to Israel, as being brought by God out of Egypt. 3dly. 
‘* According io this time,” that is, as the world is now surprised and . 
confounded, and as it is now said of Jacob and Israel: ‘‘What has God 
wrought?” so will it in the latter day be said in the same manner, of 
this same people, what has God wrought? Who has believed our 
report ? “‘ And unto whom is the arm of the Lord revealed ?”’ Isiah lix. 1, 
Balak, not yet satisfied, still hoping Balaam might be wrought upon 
(as indeed he really wished) to curse Jacob, to defy Israel, and that 
God might change his purpose concerning his people, he brought Balaam 
to the top of Peor, superstitiously hoping that God would be bribed, and 
permit Balaam to curse the people from that place. But instead of 
cursing, the spirit of God obliged him again further, and yet more 
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particularly to bless the people, repeating the same blessing, foretelling 
the same events, but stronger and more pointed than at either of the two 
former. And in this third blessing -he introduces the verse which is the 
text under consideration. He first foretells the beauty of their possesions : 
‘‘How goodly are thy tents, O Jacob, and thy tabernacles, O Israel! 
As the valleys are they spread forth, as gardens by the river’s side, as 
the trees of lign-aloes which the Lord hath planted, and as cedar-trees 
beside the waters.’’ These are all beautiful ! ever flourishing and green t 
So will be the possessions of Jacob and Israel. He next sings of his 
power, that is to say, the power of the kingdom of the saints of the Most 
High, as they are calledin Daniel; the kingdom of the stone cut out of 
the mountain without hands ; the kingdom of Jacob and Israel, after} the 
war of Gog, under the Messiah. ‘He shall pour the water out of his 
buckets, and his seed shall be in many waters, and his king shall be high- 
er than Agag, and his kingdom shall be exalted.’’ Water is people, 
buckets towns and cities ; he shall send his armies into many nations, is 
the literal meaning. ‘‘God brought him forth out of Egypt:’ the 
pronoun him, in this verse means the same as them in the 22d verse of 
the former chapter ; it is part of the introduction to the former blessing, 
but is now incorporated in the blessing: it means Israel, to whom either 
him or them will equally apply. God had brought Israel out of Egypt : 
he (Israel) hath, as it were, the strength of the Unicorn, he shall eat 
the nations his enemies, and break their bones, and pierce them through 
with his arrows.”” The meaning of this is, that Israel finally shall 
conquer his enemies under the Messiah, and have the rule and govern- 
ment of the whole world. ‘‘ The stone will become a mountain and fill 
the whole earth.” Govern the whole world! not that they will, 
cannibal like, eat the nations. 


(To be continued.) 
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TO CORRESPONDENTS. 


A JewIndeed is informed we can have nothing to do with societies. As thereis no 
king in Israel, every man does that which is right in his own eyes. 


Moses may have known all about what he writes. Our master Moses, (to whom be 
peace,) knew nothing about it. God refused to show him any thing except ail his 
goodness. 

N. is received, will appear in our next. 
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